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Clubs You Can Join as a Budding Law Student
The Top Ten Reasons You
Should Join the UB Trial
Team
By Eduardo V. González y Torres
Since I last wrote, leaves have fallen, snow has blanketed our city, and now,
spring‘s warm glow is beginning to rejuvenate this tundra we call Buffalo. For
3L‘s, our graduation is fast approaching and with it the impending doom that is
the Bar. But for 1L‘s and 2L‘s, the cycle begins again next fall. Classes begin,
red leaves fall, and summer‘s charm succumbs to winter‘s fury. The last time I
wrote, I discussed the ten reasons I accepted a judicial clerkship. I received a lot
of positive feedback and thought it might be useful to share another rewarding
experience: joining the UB Trial Team. In this article I will discuss the ten reasons every 1L and 2L should consider trying out for the UB Trial Team.
Before I begin, I will caution you that many of the rumors are true: the workload
can be staggering and you should expect to practice anywhere from 10 to 15
hours a week, or more. Further, try-outs often take place the week before finals,,
which may deter some students. But, the rewards are well worth it. So much so, I
wish I tried out earlier. With that in mind, and with a devil-may-care attitude, I
give you the ten reasons every 1L or 2L should consider trying out for the UB
Trial Team.
1. Through your intensive practices, you will learn to quickly develop and articulate a persuasive argument, as other practitioners, and more importantly, your
CLICK HERE Trial Team · Page 7

Violence on Women

The Defense Research Institute (DRI) is a professional organization composed of attorneys representing businesses and individuals in civil litigation. DRI compiles information useful to defense
litigation across the country and arms firms with
research tools including updates on recent verdicts and decisions, new
legislation, and lists of expert witnesses. As DRI membership offers
several benefits to law students, including membership in a professional
association, opportunities to network, a subscription to ―For the Defense‖ magazine, and free admission to seminars, I am leading an initiative to launch a DRI chapter at UB law school.
Many students are interested in pursuing a career in civil litigation. Joining the DRI as a law student may offer them an advantage in the job
market because it serves as an opportunity to demonstrate their interest
to potential employers. Participation in a formal organization at the law
school will be even more helpful to students as it would create an outlet
to network with law firms in the Buffalo community who are already
associated with DRI. While I am in the midst of drafting a constitution
to be submitted to the SBA for funding, the DRI group at the law school
will host events that serve as a forum for students to exchange ideas
about areas of practice most interesting to them. Once established, future events are likely to include guest speakers from Buffalo firms, discussions on trial preparation and techniques, and conversations on pro-

Selfish Americans “Go
Galt”

Wisdom from the
Masters

By Danielle M. Restaino

By Jonathan Pollard
The late Italian composer Gian Carlo Menotti
once said that ―a man only becomes wise
when he begins to appreciate the depth of his ignorance.‖ That, of course, is
as true when it comes to investing and personal finance as it is in any other
facet of life.
In 2008 – the year that‘s being heralded as the worst year for most asset
classes and the economy since the Great Depression – many that were
―dwelling high‖, as the Bible puts it, were subsequently ―brought low‖. And
it wasn‘t too hard to be ―brought low‖ considering the immense asset bubble
that began to deflate in late 2007 and how overly-leveraged the American
consumer has been for the past decade or so. Even brilliant investors like
Warren Buffett, Eddie Lampert, and Ken Griffin lost fabulous sums of
money in the stock market.
―So‖, you might mutter to yourself, ―how can I as the small investor hope to
make money in this environment?‖ Well, the first step is to acknowledge that
no matter how much you know, there‘ll always be more to learn and that you
can do better. I started investing when I was a junior in college and it‘s certainly been an interesting ride. I‘ve made a few thousand dollars over the
course of a few weeks and I‘ve lost the same over even smaller amounts of
time. Admittedly, I‘ve learned more from the times that I‘ve lost money than
from the times that I‘ve made money and there‘s one fairly obvious reason
for that.

infra

Legal Help Online

By Adam Whynn

CLICK HERE DRI · Page 7

There is no question that in the last few months
the economic crisis in America has hit a lot of
people very hard. Millions have lost their employment, are struggling to buy groceries for
their families, and have lost their homes. Still
millions more are just scraping by, working hard to save enough money to
pay their bills, mortgages and feed their families with the always impending
fear that it may all fall apart at any moment. And then there are those who
may not be suffering the way these millions are. Who may have only to cut
back here and there on expenses because they have worked hard over the
course of their lives and have made good decisions and saved money in a
responsible way. While this last group should be applauded for their good
sense and decision making, there is a fraction that seems to take issue with
the President‘s attempts to help the millions of American citizens who find
themselves in crisis right now. I say fraction, because I am hoping with all
of my might that it is not a majority of these people who resent the fact that
they may be called upon in the form of
their tax dollars to help their fellow
citizens. We keep hearing from Democrats and Republicans alike that
2 America is the greatest nation in the
Dress to Impress
3 world, so surely we would be willing
Need More Time?
to help one another to maintain that
4 reputation, wouldn‘t we?
DEATH
Smoking Dope

DRI Chapter at UB

5 Maybe not. Atlas Shrugged is a 1957
novel by American author Ayn Rand,
8 wherein the protagonist John Galt or8
CLICK HERE Economics · Page 2

Every time that I made money, I attributed it to some great stock picking/
trading prowess of mine rather than dumb luck. When I lost money though –
money that I genuinely needed for living expenses – I was forced to go back
CLICK HERE Money · Page 6
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Your First Law-Suit: How to Dress for an Interview
By Emily Catalano
egc3@buffalo.edu
In an age of casual Fridays (and sometimes even more casual Mondays,) students might experience a bit of culture shock when they
realize there‘s no room for their college sweatshirts and torn jeans in the ―real world.‖
During the month of March, we see each other coming to class dressed up for interviews and other professional events regularly. Luckily, Buffalo and surrounding areas offer a wide array of vintage, retail and boutique stores where students can purchase the right professional attire on any budget. The trick to
making a great first impression is picking the right suit for you.
For students on a strict budget with a good eye, Amvets thrift store on Elmwood Ave. or Goodwill on William St. are great places to look for gently used suits.
It‘s harder to find a perfect fit in thrift stores, however, so a critical eye is necessary. Retail stores like Target and New York & Co. sell suit separates for under
$50 a piece. Department stores carry higher-end full suits, and coupons are often available in the newspaper. Here, women can expect to pay about $200 and
men between $300 and $400 for a brand name, full suit.
Before getting dressed, a good first step is to think about looking the part for the position you‘re being hired for. In most cases, legal internships take place in a
formal office setting or in the courts. Although I hesitate to ever associate this word with myself, the legal profession for the most part is very conservative. A
conservative suit, then, is a necessity when appearing in front of attorneys, judges, and perhaps one day juries also.
To carry off the conservative look correctly, students should invest in at least one solid dark suit—black, navy or dark grey. Shirts should be collared, buttoned,
long sleeved and a solid color lighter than the suit jacket. For men, ties should be nondescript. A tacky pattern can make a young man look more like a senior
citizen who lets his grandkids pick out his ties. For women, accessories should be kept at a bare minimum—costume jewelry may be in this season, but save it
for bar nights.
Above all else, it‘s so important that a suit‘s fit is impeccable. To ensure that you have a correct fit—check a few key places: men, if your suit has shoulder
pads, they should not extend past your shoulders; you should not be able to put your full fist inside the chest of your suit jacket without a button pulling; the top
button of a two button suit, or the middle button of a three button suit should not fall below the navel; jacket sleeves should hit where the base of your thumb
meets your wrist; with your arms at your side, your knuckles should be even with the bottom of your jacket; you should be able to comfortably lift your arms
above your head; there should be no pulling in the fabric across the chest, arms or hips.
For women, a skirt should not be tight or hit anywhere above the knee and heels shouldn‘t be more than three inches tall. Panty hose, while not mandatory,
should be nude colored or at least lighter than one‘s shoe color. A mistake here could make an intelligent young woman look like the office secretary who
works nights at the local strip club. Women should also look for suit jackets with curved seaming and darts, so as to not look boxy or sloppy.
It‘s also important to dress for the right season—a tweed suit during the summer will not only make you sweat like a pig, but it might confuse a fashion-savvy
employer. If this candidate can‘t make a logical suit choice, how can they do legal research? This probably isn‘t how you‘ll want to be remembered after
spending painstaking hours trying to maneuver the Symplicity website.
If all else fails in the dressing room, don‘t be ashamed to ask a sales associate for help. It‘s their job to know fit, colors and textures. As a former Gap girl, I
would never let someone walk out of my dressing rooms looking a mess! Hopefully you‘ll find someone with that the same passion for textiles.
Some may think that fussing over a suit and tie is superficial; however, I beg to differ. Putting on the right suit is a non-verbal communication and statement
about your professionalism, ability and maturity. Employers take notice of this the second you step into their office—and I truly feel that it can make all the
difference.
If nothing else, a well-fitted suit can give one the confidence to sit up straight, speak clearly and project an aura of success. This, my friends, is more than half
the battle.
Now all that‘s left to work on is your resume.

The Opinion Lends Advice
Economics · from Front Page
ganizes ―successful‖ people, businessmen and industrialists, to decrease their productivity so as to give less money to the government and in turn stop those
government programs that help those in need. Why is this relevant today? Because there are some people who believe this type of protest is what needs to be
done to stop the Obama administration from implementing policies that will aid those who have lost their jobs and homes. Opposition to the measures that have
been passed by Congress thus far to try and stem the financial crisis were no surprise, in fact the debate is the whole point of a representative democracy. The
surprising part is the level of resentment and anger that has been touted on cable news and around the internet for actually having to help one another. So much
so that people who characterize themselves as ―successful‖ now portray the President‘s plans as a punishment. This has led some on the right to call for
―successful people‖ to ―Go Galt‖ in an effort to stop the President and his ―radical socialist agenda.‖
While I‘m not quite sure just how many of these people have actually read Rand‘s novel, I would venture a guess that it‘s not many. And reflective in that is
the fact that while this ―protest‖ is central to the story‘s plot, there are several other philosophical and political theories Rand comments on that are not being
used by Obama critics. While I‘m not attempting to review this novel in any way, I‘ll lastly just say that at the time it was published it was not well received,
being compared to Marxism (how ironic, seeing as those using it now are trying to combat a second-coming of socialism).
What is found in Rand‘s novel that is consistent with the sentiment of many trying to revive this concept of ―Going Galt‖ is hostility towards altruism. This is
what seems to be the saddest part of the entire debate, manufactured as it may be. There is a genuine sense of not wanting to help our fellow man, and it seems
small and trite at a time like this. It is understandable that some may feel angry at having to give up a portion what they‘ve earned through their own hard work
in the form of increased taxes. But the idea of actually working less, and earning less just to spite our government, and our fellow Americans is childish and
selfish.
Not to mention that those who are talking about this idea are the same group of people who claim this country is a Christian nation. Now, I happen to think
declaring the United States a Christian nation runs contrary to the idea of religious freedom and inclusion that was so important to the Founding Fathers, but
that‘s an entirely different debate. So ok, I‘ll play along. I went to twelve years of Catholic school and then four years at a Catholic university, and I can‘t
seem to recall the part where Jesus tells us to actively sabotage those who are suffering and are on hard times. If we are truly a nation of Christians then we
should be trying to address issues that are central to that faith, not just the ones that make for dramatic sound bites and pictures.
Poverty, hunger, and unemployment have increased tremendously since this crisis began and it only seems logical and responsible for a government to try and
help its people stop the bleeding. And not because this government wants to rob from the rich to give to the poor in an effort to make people dependant on its
huge bureaucracy, but because helping those who cannot help themselves is the merciful thing to do. It‘s the responsible thing to do, and this is what President
Obama seems to want to do to make America stronger. This country‘s strength comes from its people. It‘s sad that the efforts to revitalize that strength are met
by opposition based on selfish ideals and promoted by small minded people who seem to be saying they‘ve never needed any help in their lives at all. It‘s true
that perhaps not everyone in this country has made the best financial decisions, but that‘s no reason to cast them off now. And if ―Going Galt‖ is your response
to helping your fellow American, I would say that your ―success‖ in the face of this crisis has been accompanied by callousness, and that is not something our
nation should be proud of.
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24 Hours In A Day Can Sometimes Be Enough
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The life of a law student is an incredibly busy one. Between journals, moot courts,
clubs, jobs, internships, and of course, daily course work, there is not a lot of down
time. Personally, I enjoy keeping my days full and busy, but there are times when I think I am going a little bit
crazy. Time management is of the essence in law school, and luckily for us law students, there are a variety of
techniques, both time management and others, which can help us keep our lives organized. While most of these
suggestions will probably not be new to you, some reminders of ways to better manage your time and law student
life in general can always be helpful:
1. Prioritized Task Lists: ―To Do‖ Lists are a great way to stay organized and the most effective kinds of lists
are those on which tasks are prioritized. It is helpful to organize lists beginning with the tasks which must be completed first, followed by tasks of medium importance and so forth. This method of activity organization helps to
ensure that your list does not become an inventory of all the things you could be doing instead of what you should
be doing. Personally, my life revolves around the lists I make in my planner. When I write things down, I do not
have to stress about forgetting deadlines, meetings, etc… I also take great pleasure in crossing things off my list
because it is a visual reminder of an accomplishment. Prioritized task lists also allow you to become better organized and with better organization comes less stress.
2. Create Artificial Last Minutes: I work best under pressure, which usually means I leave things for the last
minute, but this is a bad habit I am trying to quit. To make sure work gets done on time, or even ahead of schedule, creating artificial last minutes can be a very useful tool. For example, setting aside a certain amount of work
which must be completed before Bar Night Thursday, or if you do not have a motivating activity available, (though
there are usually one or two things more appealing than school work), give yourself an allotted amount of time,
say, no more than two and a half hours for twenty pages of reading. Creating this ―pressure‖ may help you to accomplish tasks which would have taken twice as long to do otherwise.
3. Schedule Breaks: Breaks are an essential part of studying. There is only so
much time a human being can stare at a page in a text book or a computer screen
before they come down with a feeling of nausea. The problem is that study
―breaks‖ have a funny way of turning into entire afternoons and evenings. To
avoid such a scenario, it may be helpful to schedule your breaks into your study
schedule. Give yourself ten minutes every hour to goof around, or twenty to
thirty minutes every two hours. Even break activity can be planned – snack,
chatting with someone you want to meet, and then leaving time to just ―hang out‖
and see who or what else comes along before resuming your routine. Also, before getting back to work, decide when your next break will be so you have
something to look forward to.
4. Breaking the Facebook Addiction: Many people will
deny it, but I know that I am not the only one who loves
Facebook. The issue here is that while Facebook is distracting enough, it becomes even more appealing during crunchtime, like the night before a paper is due, or during finals
week. First year student Jen Early has had the best idea so
far for getting away from Facebook without having to delete
your account. Jen allowed her sister to change her Facebook
user name and password so she could not access her Facebook for a couple weeks. Of course, if anyone ever asked
me for this favor, I would definitely change their profile a bit, but that is a small price to pay to eliminate one of the
worst forms of procrastination available today. Better yet, avoid bringing your lap top when you study if at all
possible; this is a sure fire way of avoiding Facebook, gossip sites, g-chat, etc…

5. Be Held Accountable: Peer pressure can be used positively to help accomplish tasks. You may find it helpful to ―advertise‖ your study plans to your
friends because even though they are probably not paying any attention to what you are saying, you may still feel like you are being held accountable for what
you claim you are going to do. If you can rationalize this and it helps, do it!
6. Know Your “Continuum of Effort": With so much to do in law school, it is almost impossible to be a perfectionist. We all know that different levels of
effort, from low to high, are required to succeed in the courses. This is known as the ―continuum of effort.‖ Some of us may be better adapted to do well in the
theoretical and interpretive law classes such as Constitutional Law while others may do better in the ―recipe‖ classes such as Criminal Law and Torts. You
should gauge the effort required to do well in a class based on your own aptitude and skills sets. Supplement your skills by reviewing material from these
classes prepared by those who have completed the course and by talking to these students, as well as the professors who are now teaching the same course.
Learning your own aptitude and the knowledge gained from others will allow for a determination of where you come out on the continuum, so you do not have
to be a perfectionist in each course. Over a semester, this can be a real time saver.
7. Organize your living space: When my room, desk, and bathroom are messy, I feel like my whole life is out of order. Sometimes just the act of cleaning
and organizing your physical space may help you put into perspective the other activities you need to get done. A word of caution on this organization tool: do
not to let cleaning and organizing turn into a way to procrastinate. If you are the kind of person who will continue to pick up and clean to avoid doing work, or
just hate cleaning in general, studying in an uncluttered and clean area like the library may be a better idea. But, physical activity which provides a sense of
accomplishment can be relaxing to the mind and body, allowing you to refocus on what it takes to be an efficient law student.
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8. Don’t sweat the small stuff; take it one day or one game at a time: Use whatever cliché you would like,
but it is important to keep things in perspective which allows you to better manage the sometimes daunting
work load. If you approach school and course work as a series of individual tasks with a cumulative purpose
and result, you can control that feeling of being overwhelmed or overextended, especially when it seems like
everything needs to be done all at the same time, particularly when we approach finals.

9. Sleep!!!: When push comes to shove, many law students will sacrifice precious hours of sleep in exchange
for other activities, whether academic or social. Many of us try to take naps the next day to make up for the lost hours of sleep, only to nap for a longer period
of time then we lost originally. Generally, this kind of sleeping pattern causes us to lose more time. Having as close to a regular sleeping pattern as possible is
crucial to your productivity level. People think more clearly and work more efficiently when they get enough sleep.
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To Kill or Not to Kill
By Tae Kyung Sung
tsung2@buffalo.edu

March 2009

Hopefully my life would treat me kind enough so that I
won‘t have to experience crime and punishment on a personal-level, and hopefully any contact I would have with
criminal law will end, with the exciting class I have this
semester with Professor Dubber. But then again we are law
school students, meaning that we like to think, or look like
we like to think, so either way, here goes some thoughts on
capital punishment.

Recently, two Supreme Court justices traded barbs over the fate of a Florida muderer, who waited for his execution date for 32 years. He was sentenced to death
for kidnapping, torturing and killing of a woman in 1976. According to court reports, while Justice John Paul Stevens said it would be ―unacceptably cruel‖ to
exercise execution now after his three decades as a capital inmate, Justice Clarence Thomas disagreed, saying that it was ―the crime and not the punishment
imposed by the jury or the delay in execution that was ‗unacceptably cruel‘.‖ So which side are you on?
Based on my shallow knowledge on criminal law, at the end of the day, we inject that lethal dose for the following reasons, first to chuck out the bad apple from
the society for good, second, to show the world the consequences of conducting such a crime, and third, for pure retribution purposes, which in my interpretation is, an eye for an eye, a life for a life. In states where they have abandoned capital punishment, for vicious crimes, criminals will be sentenced to life imprisonment or several hundred years of imprisonment (although limited by state law restrictions), the difference being that no parole may be granted in the former.
So consider this. The sentences for the worst serial killer in Colombian history, Luis Garavito, found guilty in 1999 of killing 138 boys between the ages of 6
and 16 (he in fact admitted killing of 140 boys) added up to 1,853 years and 9 days in prison. However, due to
Colombian law restrictions, in which maximum penalty available is 30 years in prison, he was sentenced to 22
years, 8 years shorter for helping the authorities locate the bodies. Is it just me that has issues with equity here?
While the Florida murderer, who was found guilty of killing one woman (and has been on death row for 32
years) is not spared lethal injection, a serial killer in Colombia, who admitted killing, raping and disfiguring the
bodies of 140 children, gets 22 years of imprisonment with the possibility of early release. For me, neither serve
justice.
The law is never black and white, and while this may be the beauty of common law, the two cases make me
wonder, if the extinction of life in criminal law today serves any discernible social or public purposes that cannot be met by other punishment, such as life imprisonment without parole. But this is not to say I am against
capital punishment, or for it for that matter, as I don‘t think I am yet equipped with enough knowledge to even
form an opinion. Perhaps the discussion based on punishment theories is an impracticable proposition, and it
might be better to think in simple terms, by answering these questions. Is killing for a killing serve justice?
Would a criminal not kill afraid to face capital punishment? Which do you think is ―unacceptably‖ crueler? Being executed right away after being sentenced a death penalty or living and waiting, for many years after, before
being executed? Which is more humane, or does this matter at all?
While there are countries like Singapore, who has been successful in its fight against drug, for sentencing death
to anyone carrying drugs over a certain does in the nation, there are other countries, namely the European nations that have abandoned the practice. 92 countries are said to have abolished capital punishment, with 59
countries still actively exercising the death penalty, according to the February, 2009 data. So, I ask again, to kill
or not to kill?

Justified Death?
One of the many casualties of the current economic crisis may not be all that
tragic – at least not to those who oppose the death penalty. As was recently
reported in CNN, some states are being forced to revisit capital punishment in
the name of fiscal responsibility. An easy-to-find but perhaps counterintuitive
fact is that states spend a lot more to execute the accused than to keep an individual in prison for life, given the expense of appeals. California, for instance,
spends $1.1 million more on a death penalty trial than on one without the death

The Buck Stops Here
By Sara Korol
penalty option.

The UB Lawyers Guild observed a national ―Students Against the Death Penalty‖ week by tabling before spring break. For two days we gave out information
meant to be provocative if you read it and baked goods meant to be tasty if you ate them. The brownies: Death by Chocolate.
As the school‘s progressive law student organization it seemed obvious to us that we should organize some sort of event around the week - so obvious in fact
that I don‘t recall the group ever bothering to discuss the issue before bringing it to the school to ponder. And as we compiled facts, data, history, and maps I
realized that even amongst those who agree on the outcome there is still discord in theory.

,

In practice, the death penalty does not deter violent crimes – or if it
does no one has found a way to prove it. In practice, it is a more
costly alternative to incarceration. And, to those who view the United
States from international arena of developed nations, the instrument of
the death penalty looks painfully archaic. Is this just evidence that we
are indeed ―exceptional‖, as 2008 vice-presidential candidate Sarah
Palin claimed? If U.S. exceptionalism means we can execute our
prisoners, then China, Zimbabwe, North Korea, Belarus, and Cuba
must be quite exceptional places too.
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But these are secondary reasons to be against this form of punishment.
What if tomorrow a wily statistician is able to cook the numbers to
show that it does deter crime? What if the state decides to limit appeals and suddenly executions become a more economic alternative
to a life in prison? What if Europe comes down from its moral high
ground and joins the club? Would the death penalty suddenly be
O.K.?
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One poster for our display read ―How Does Killing People Show Killing People Is Wrong?‖ At the same time another poster highlighted
cases of convicts who had been exonerated either posthumously or
while awaiting execution. So is it wrong in principle? Or is it wrong
because the system cannot guarantee that we are putting to death
those who are truly guilty of the crime?
If it is possible to fall somewhere in between these two mutually exCLICK HERE Death Penalty · Page 6
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Just Blaze: Why California’s Legalization
Bill Is A Wonderful Idea
By Paul Fusco-Gessick
ptf2@buffalo.edu
Last month, California Assemblyman Tom Ammiano (D-San Francisco) introduced a bill into the California legislature that would explicitly legalize and tax
what Carl Linnaeus so eloquently called Cannabis sativa. If, by the grace of God, this bill actually passes, it will
signal the end (well, the beginning of the end, anyway) of a decades-long, destructive, and fantastically expensive
campaign in this nation's ―War on Drugs‖. Note that I didn't say it would end the whole thing. It won't, and to be
honest, it shouldn't. There are indeed drugs that we should be waging war on. The cannabis plant, however, is not
one of them.
Here's why.
First and foremost, it is physically impossible to die from a marijuana overdose. If you haven't heard this spiel from me before, I
typically explain it by saying that you'd have to smoke a joint the
size of a telephone pole for the THC in pot to kill you, and I‘m
really not exaggerating. There's a term in pharmaceutical science called the ―therapeutic ratio‖, which is the ratio of an effective dose (for our purposes, where a reasonable person would
feel the effects) to a toxic dose. If I've got the math right, the
therapeutic ratio of coffee is about 13 [erowid.org], whereas that
of heroin is about 3 [Ibid]. The therapeutic ratio of THC, by
contrast, is over one million. Think about that. One would have
to smoke, quite literally, a million joints at once in order to die
from pot. Now, granted, smoking of any sort is not good for
you. It will eventually give you lung cancer or emphysema,
which, if they don't kill you, will certainly make your life rather
unpleasant. But that brings me to my next point, which is that
you don't necessarily have to smoke weed in order to experience the effects.
My brother went to Amsterdam last year, and he tells me they sell something there called ―Rasta Pasta‖. From his description of it, it's linguine alfredo, with a
certain secret ingredient in the sauce. You eat it. It tastes delicious. You finish the plate and are satiated. And then you're no longer satiated anymore. In fact,
you have the munchies. And then you eat more of it.
Explain to me why I shouldn't be allowed to cook that on a Sunday night. Would society be harmed by my enjoying a big bowl of pasta and watching The
Simpsons in an altered state? Is there some terrible danger here that I‘ve somehow missed? Hell, if I could legally cook with pot, that'd be motivation for me to
learn how to cook in general. If anything, it would make me a more productive member of society.
(Yeah, picture that, Paul Fusco-Gessick, a productive member of society!)
When used responsibly, marijuana is significantly less harmful than alcohol, which, if you'll recall, was also the subject of a spectacularly failed prohibition.
And that's exactly what Assemblyman Ammiano's bill suggests, because it would essentially put marijuana on the same footing as alcohol. I've read the bill,
and it is not going to turn California into a stoned-out wasteland. It is not going to push pot into the hands of California‘s precious snowflake children. It'll still
be illegal to smoke in public. It'll still be illegal to sell it to underage kids. It'll still be illegal to sell it within a thousand feet of a school, day-care center,
YMCA, or wherever kids congregate these days. It will still be illegal to drive stoned, just like it's illegal to drive drunk. In short, many of the ways in which
marijuana can harm society will remain punishable by law, as well they should be.
But what about people who overdo it, Paul? Isn't there a societal cost to that?
There are people who overuse alcohol, you know. We call them ―alcoholics‖. As their friends and families, we suggest that they get treatment, and we support
them in kicking their addiction. Yes, there will always be a subset of people who turn into stereotypical stoners, lounging on their couches and not contributing
meaningfully to society in any way. However, I'll bet that most of those people are doing that already. Net cost to society? Zero, if not negative. See next
point.
The other thing that the ―Marijuana Control, Regulation, and Education Act of 2009‖ would do is levy a tax of $50 on each ounce of marijuana sold in the State
of California. An analysis by the California Board of Equalization found that the state could collect as much as $1.3 billion a year from such a tax.
That's ―billion‖, with a B, and that's not even the only significant economic benefit that would accrue to California if they decided to legalize. If marijuana becomes, by and large, legal, then police departments will no longer have to spend time and effort dealing
with it, and as we all know, time is money. Also, with all that extra time on their hands, they might think
about going after real criminals, like murderers or rapists, or, God help us, child pornographers.
Thing is, though, police departments across the country make a whole lot of money off of the War on
Drugs. They get oodles of Federal cash for drug enforcement. (It's how SWAT teams pay for their fancy
toys.) Also, prosecuting nonviolent drug crimes makes money for the courts (in the form of fines) and
for the prisons as well (in the form of increased funding to house all those nonviolent drug offenders).
Not to mention all those DEA agents that the Federal Government employs to combat the devil weed.
Also, if people can't use marijuana for its medical benefits (which are so significant that I could write
another whole article about them), they are forced to turn to expensive prescription drugs manufactured
by Pfizer, GlaxoSmithKline, &c. So those companies have a vested economic interest in keeping pot
illegal as well.
Simply put, there's still a very big Establishment that is profiting, quite handsomely actually, from the
continued prohibition of marijuana. In fact, it's one of the few industries in America that's still profitable.
In fact, it‘s practically recession-proof. It is very rich, very powerful, and despite what Obama might say
about drug enforcement, it remains backed by the full force of the Federal Government. Simply put, the
Establishment is not going anywhere without a fight. And that, in a nutshell, is why, my fervent hope to
the contrary, we're still going to have to wait a while before we can enjoy Rasta Pasta without the fear
that the cops will kick down the door.
II you wouJd Ji.kc to become: a writer OJ'
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However, if you believe that a plant with documented medical, spiritual, and industrial use throughout
most of human history should not be illegal, I urge you to write your elected representatives and let them
know as much. Who knows, if enough people speak up, they just might be compelled to listen.
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Money· from Front Page
and examine my mistakes so as not to make them again. Making money in the stock market without knowing what one is doing is probably one of the worst
things that can happen to an investor. I should know because I was once that same naïve investor who thought he could rely on tips, hunches, intuition, and
hope instead of diligently researching the stock I was purchasing.
If you really want to learn how to be a better investor, according to some of the world‘s greatest investors, there are
certain things about a company you should research and know before investing your hard earned money. All of the
information you should know can be gleaned from reading a company‘s annual report (a 10-K), which can be located
at www.sec.gov under the company filings link. What follows is not my own musings or wisdom regarding publicly
traded companies, but a distillation of the time-tested wisdom of the world‘s greatest investors.
1. Know what the company you’re buying does. Do you really understand what that biotechnology company that
you‘re speculating in does to help the consumer? What is its business model? If you don‘t know how a company makes
its money, then you won‘t know whether it‘s vulnerable to competition. What‘s more, you won‘t know if it is doing its
job effectively. It‘s much better to invest in a company like Apple or Domino‘s Pizza whose products you almost certainly have come in contact with and
whose business model is more straightforward. Moreover, you know what your friends think of these companies and whether they buy the company‘s products
consistently. College students and the 18 – 35 demographic are huge consumers and drive most trends, so if you can spot these trends early and notice what this
demographic likes, you can make a bundle very quickly.
2. Is the company growing revenues and earnings? Revenues refers to the total amount of money collected by a company for all of the products that it sells.
Earnings refers to the amount of money that is left over for the company after it has paid all of its expenses and income taxes. When both of these metrics –
revenues and earnings – are growing, more than likely the company‘s stock price will follow suit.
3. Does the company have a lot of debt? Companies need debt to expand and grow operations. However, just like a person who spends more than he or she
makes can‘t ultimately sustain his or her lifestyle, a company that takes on ever-increasing amounts of debt, in excess of revenues, is also bound to go bankrupt.
The amount of debt that a company has can be found on its balance sheet and the amount of interest it pays on that debt, commonly referred to as interest expense, can be found on the income statement. Ideally, a company should have lots of assets like cash, real estate, and factory equipment and no debt. However,
if the company has debt, make sure that the debt is being acquired for good reasons and that a company is
making enough (has enough earnings and cash) to service the debt.
4. What is the company’s PEG ratio? A company‘s P/E ratio – a metric you‘ve probably heard of before
– is a way to compare a company‘s stock price to the amount that it earns. For instance, if stock ABC costs
$100 per share, and it earns $8 per share on a yearly basis, its P/E is 12.5 (100/8). Similarly, if stock DEF
costs $10, but only earns $.25 a share, its P/E is 40 (10/.25). What all this means is that investors are willing
to pay approximately four times more money per share for the earnings stream of stock DEF than for that of
stock ABC. Usually this discrepancy in P/E occurs because company DEF‘s earnings are growing faster
than company ABC‘s. So even though company ABC‘s stock costs more than
DEF‘s, on a valuation basis, it is cheaper.
The PEG ratio or P/E / Growth ratio compares a company‘s P/E to how fast it is
growing. If a stock‘s PEG ratio is greater than 1, that usually means it is overvalued because investors are paying more for it than its earnings growth rate merits.
Stocks whose PEG ratio is less than 1 are usually considered to be undervalued
because the underlying earnings are growing faster than what investors are currently paying for it.
There are definitely other things that successful investors look at when evaluating companies, but these are the building blocks. In
addition to these though, and any other information you might gather in the future about investing, always realize that it‘s a neverending process – even for the masters!!

Opinions and Commentary
Death Penalty· from Page 4
clusive views, I‘ve managed it. The personal issue I have with the all encompassing – ―let‘s not
kill anyone‖ (besides the bewildering fact that it is not held by more people of faith) is that
there are some monsters who continue to wreak havoc on those around them – even from
within prison. While executing someone will not undo the past, it will at the very least ensure
that the person will not harm in the future. The serial killer and sexual deviant John Wayne
Gacy comes to mind who managed to rape a reporter who was interviewing him while in
prison. I admit the world would seem better off without those like him because the only thing
which deserves to cut short the sanctity of one human life is the sanctity of another. Then again
– as my internal reasoning meanders back to reasonableness – I acknowledge what a terrible
argument it is to execute a person merely because the system has failed to restrain him.
My issue, on the other hand, with relying on the (very real) chance of judicial error as the reason the death penalty should be abolished is that it sounds like if only we could be sure who is
truly guilty, then putting a person to death is just fine. But guilty of what?
Because of, or perhaps despite, being agnostic I am uncomfortable drawing an arbitrary line of
distinction between crimes that get the death penalty and those that do not. Is not this righteousness the purview of some superior being who has a perfect understanding of morality? Humans
are surely no experts. Currently the line runs smack between raping twenty five-year-olds (note
the careful omission of the hyphen) without risk of capital punishment and shooting one police
officer in cold blood.
My contribution to the Guild‘s display was about as neutral as one can get: a state-by-state visual aid of how many were put to death last year and how many still await their fate. Easy to
conceive of but more difficult to execute, so to speak. I busied myself with the tracing of Texas
so as not to fry my brain trying to pinpoint my fundamental reasons for opposing it .
―The buck stops here‖ is a phrase popularized by President Truman who kept it as a sign on his
Oval Office desk. This idiom and its derivative ―passing the buck‖ are used to describe where
responsibility lies. The man who dropped two atomic bombs was unapologetic about how much
responsibility, and thus power, he wielded. Today fiscal conservatives and social liberals get to
be strange bedfellows as the bucks run out in state budgets: suddenly putting people to death
makes little sense to anyone. However the economy won‘t be sour forever. Everyone should
still take the opportunity to ask themselves where they stand on the issue of capital punishment
should the buck get passed to them.
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Trial Team· from Front Page
clients, will expect. Can you imagine arguing motions and using ―fillers‖ such as ―umm‖ during your pauses? Seems ridiculous, but most people, including
myself, use them. With guidance and occasional glares from your coach, those fillers will likely disappear.
2. You will develop a better understanding of the rules of evidence. Evidence class is wonderful and my professor, the Hon. Kevin Dillon, was fantastic, but
nothing can replace the experience of making objections and arguments based on evidentiary rules. As you can imagine, nothing is more embarrassing than
being objected to and not having a response to the objection. Or, objecting, but not knowing why. ―Objection, that‘s devastating to my case,‖ is not going to cut
it.
3. You get a free trip! Well, you probably will, unless you compete in the Buffalo-Niagara Invitational. This year, the UB Trial Teams competed in Sacramento, Atlanta, New York City (twice), Los Angeles, and Stanford University.
4. It is a great opportunity to get near-daily
one-on-one guidance
from an experienced
practitioner. In my
case, my coach was
the Hon. Thomas
Francyzk, an Erie
County Court Judge
and former Buffalo
Prosecutor. In addition, several other well
-respected attorneys
take a lot of time out
of their busy schedules
to coach.

Trial Team

5. In that same vein, it
is a great opportunity
to meet attorneys in
the area; not just those
that coach, but numerous others that volunteer to evaluate your
performances. As one
wise and very successful Buffalo practitioner
recently told me, ―Law
has two components:
the practice of law and
the business of law‖.
Through trial team,
you will get to practice
both.
6. The frequency of
practices helps you not only learn how to give an opening statement, direct examination, cross examination, and closing statement, but to look confident and
comfortable while doing it.
7. Which leads to my next point: you will acquire an air of confidence and comfort with yourself, but also with how you interact with others. More importantly, when you are asked by a partner at a firm to resolve a favorite client‘s child‘s drug arrest, you will have some intensive trial advocacy experience under
your belt.
8. You can get class credit! This sounds like a no-brainer, but ask participants of the several UB moot courts, such as myself, and we will tell you that we did
not receive class credit.
9. You will get a taste of what you will experience if you choose to become a litigator. While the format is not exact, it is close. As mentioned, you will learn
how to give an opening/closing statement and perform a direct/cross examination. In addition, you will have the opportunity to construct case theories and
make arguments in front of experienced practitioners.
10. Finally, during these tough economic times, having trial team experience may help you stand out from the rest. Why? Because attorneys, especially those
in Buffalo, know the commitment that is required to participate in trial team. More importantly, they know of the tremendous benefits its participants will obtain through this rigorous, but rewarding experience.
With that in mind, I hope that you will consider trying out for the UB Trial Team. It may be intimidating at first, but with practice, hard work, and dedication, I
am confident you can succeed. I close by pointing to my own experience. I joined and did not have any trial technique or team experience. Suffice to say I was
intimidated at the prospect of competing in only a few months. But, with hard work, many, MANY questions, and help from the coaches and my teammates, I
began to learn. By the end, I was eager to compete. I only wish I had another chance to compete. If you happen to join, I am sure you will have a similar outlook.

Joining Clubs
DRI· from Front Page
fessional development.
DRI‘s literature, seminars, and research touch on various areas of substantive law ranging from products liability and corporate compliance to aerospace law. Advocacy skills like trial tactics and alternative dispute
resolution, of interest to law students, are also featured in DRI‘s scholarship and lectures. In addition, ―For
The Defense,‖ can act as a supplement to casebook readings as articles are interesting, well written, and discuss topics relevant to foundation courses including, the discovery process, copyright infringement, government regulation, civil procedure, and legal ethics. A DRI chapter may also appeal to students concerned with
the intersection of law and business as DRI seminars and articles often cover risk management, accounting,
and corporate governance problems as well. While managing a new organization and generating interest in
participation is a new experience for me I‘m confident a DRI chapter will prove helpful to many of my classmates pursuing careers in litigation and look forward to meeting them at future events.
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A friend of mine wants to create a clothing line
for Mixed Martial Arts‘ (MMA) enthusiasts, and
instead of asking me, a law student, and a friend
for fifteen years for information on how to start
his business, he went to www.legalzoom.com
for his legal needs. Last year, when I was a 1L
and probably couldn‘t offer any sensible legal
info anyway, my friend allowed legalzoom to register a trademark for him. He said it was easy: ―I filled out a questionnaire and
they sent me an application packet in the mail a few days later. I filled out my name and my logo and sent it back to them for filing
with the U.S. Trademark Office. They even caught an error where I misspelled something and sent it back for correction. They
filed it for me, and it was a hell of a lot cheaper than going to an attorney. The only thing that was expensive was the Government‘s filing fee, which I would have had to pay anyway. I‘ll only go to legalzoom from now on.‖ Another satisfied customer.

www.LEGALGLOOM.com
By Dan Aiello

Whether it‘s the economy or the ease of educating one‘s self through the internet, individuals (or what law students commonly refer to as ―lay people‖) are becoming more empowered to do their own legal problem solving. According to the ―Our Story‖ section of their website, legalzoom stated the following: ―We
found that while many people have legal needs, most of them don't want to spend the time, or the money (over $266 per hour), to see an attorney.‖ Okay, $266
dollars an hour for the services that legalzoom provides, i.e., incorporations, wills, living trusts, name changes, and some others, is exaggerated: the median
hourly rate for New York is $58 (www.payscale.com). But, regardless of how off-the-mark legalzoom‘s figure is, you can‘t ignore the truth that legalzoom is
successful and they boast that they have one million satisfied customers. Further, there are several other online sources that take attorneys out of the mix, including www.nolo.com, which offers simplified legal books, access to software, like Quicken‘s Willmaker Plus 2009, legal forms that rival those offered by
legalzoom, and a free online legal encyclopedia.
Maybe it‘s the state of the economy that is driving individuals to other, cheaper sources for legal information rather than attorneys. Hopefully, legalzoom and
others are the equivalent of coupon-cutting when times are tough, and then once the economy improves, back to good old lawyers. Probably not. Most likely
it‘s something that attorneys will have to live with, and perhaps compete against. For example, a recent Cooley Law graduate is practicing law in South Carolina and he actually makes house calls, like what doctors did during the 1800‘s. He‘s the lawyer that comes to you. I don‘t think we need to go to this extreme,
however, because legalzoom said people don‘t want to spend their time to see an attorney. Nonetheless, we should be aware that people are turning to nontraditional sources of legal information. All people need is computers and internet access to utilize online legal sources, or a Costco membership to purchase legal
software.
Here‘s why I don‘t think legalzoom and nolo.com pose a true threat to attorneys: First, nolo.com is analogous to www.WebMD.com, where individuals try to
seek medical information without seeing a doctor. Long story short, I had to go see a dermatologist when I tried to treat a skin condition that I got from rolling
around the grappling mat. Hopefully, after hearing this, Danielle will continue to date me. So, similarly, individuals using nolo.com will misdiagnose their
legal needs and have to see an attorney anyway. Second, although a search in LexisNexis for cases involving legalzoom as a defendant produced nothing, I‘m
certain that if legalzoom‘s forms are out there, they will eventually become tied up in litigation for forms involving scrivener‘s errors, i.e., misspellings, omissions, etc., which can really pose a problem in Article 9 transactions and copyright situations. So, in a sense, legalzoom will be making work for us, rather than
taking it away. Thirdly, people are constitutionally granted the right to represent themselves, and if you‘ve ever seen someone represent themselves, it‘s a debacle. When I was in the Suffolk County Attorney‘s Office, I witnessed a pro se plaintiff in Federal Court on a section 1983 excessive force claim against the
SCPD, bring up his State conviction of possessing a firearm, and opened the door for our attorney on cross. It was awesome. And just recently a rabbi in New
York City represented himself against molestation charges brought by his own daughter. Guess who will be handling the appeal? An attorney. Thus, people
will always attempt to control their legal needs, and more times than not, they will screw up.
Any way you cut it, attorneys are better equipped to handle legal problems. As you already know, law school has changed the way we approach issues. A lay
person wouldn‘t know what to do with IRAC. If you look at it this way, legalzoom and others are like bad legal interns: they file this, file that, and they don‘t
even get their clients coffee.

We put the law on your side
· simple, fast customer serwce.• - THE WALL STREET JOURNAL

The United States (and Canada, for
that matter) has always been a
staunch advocate of rights.
By Kristen Ng
Whether it be human rights, animal
rights, environmental rights, you
name the right, and I can bet that the US has made the most progress in that area (excluding gay rights). I was doing some research on some international governmental organizations that the United States belongs to, and I came across some very interesting information. The one that will be discussed here is the Organization of American States (OAS).

The US Doesn't Care About Violence Against Women

The OAS is made up of the nations in the Western Hemisphere. There are 35 member states consisting of North, Central, and South America, and the Caribbean States. The only state that has been suspended is Cuba. Cuba lost most of its membership rights due to the fact that it is a Marxist-Leninist state.
There are permanent observers that belong to the OAS, and these are made up of nations from other parts of the world; they observe the ongoings of OAS
mostly for informational purposes. The structure is made up of the General Assembly, the Permanent Council, and the General Secretariat (much like the
format of the United Nations).
The OAS has several agencies, and the one discussed here is the Inter-American Commission on Women, which goes by its Spanish acronym, CIM
(Comision Interamericana de Mujeres). CIM's goal is to advance women's rights and gender equality. It was created in 1928 in Havana, Cuba, and made up
of 34 delegates. The mission of CIM is:
"To promote and protect women's rights and to support the member states in their efforts to ensure full exercise of civil, political, economic, social, and
cultural rights that will make possible equal participation by women and men in all aspects of society, so that women and men will share, fully and equally,
both the benefits of development and responsibility for the future" (www.oas.org).
The current executive board at CIM is made up of officials from Antigua and Barbuda, Colombia, Brazil, and other South and Central American states.
This put the initial warning sign in my head: why is the United States nor Canada part of the executive board? To date, CIM has drafted several conventions concerning women's rights. The Convention of the nationality of Women was the first international treaty on women's rights in the history of the
world, and the convention that I am concerned about here, the Inter-American Convention on the Prevention, Punishment, and Eradication of Violence
Against Women (known as Belem do Para), is now the standard-setting instrument for nations around the globe in terms of gender-based violence. This
instrument is the first in its kind in that it defines violence in both the public and the private spheres. It does a very thorough job of defining violence and
detailing the obligations of the states to make sure that the violence does not happen, and if it does, that justice will be given.
The United States and Canada are interestingly the ONLY two states that have neither signed nor ratified this convention. The United States and Canada
are the two largest contributors, financially and physically, to OAS, and these are two Western states that have always been staunch advocates of women's
rights. The United States, in 2008, has not contributed any monetary means to CIM, while in 2004, the US contributed $1.4 billion to OAS‘s terrorism
committee. Canada, on the other hand, gave $400,000 to CIM in 2008.
From these figures, it is clear that the US either does not care about women‘s rights, or it does not want to contribute financially to this agency of the OAS.
My opinion is that the United States does not want to be bound to such a convention, which leads to the problem of the US not being such an advocate of
women‘s rights after all.
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